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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . The amendment filed on September 06, 2007 has been received and entered. 
Claims 1, 5,12, 16, 23 and 24 have been amended and claims 4 and 15 have been 
cancelled.The currently pending claims considered below are Claims 1-3, 5-14 and 16- 
26. 

Specification objection. 

2. In page 23, lines 16-20, reciting "one or more means-plus-function limitations 
recited in the following claims, the means are not intended to be limited to the 
means disclosed herein for performing the recited function, but are intended to 
cover in scope any means, known now or later developed, for performing the 
recited function. " (emphasis added ) that Such means "later developed " is non 
existing, so one cannot have/process, what's not even exist just yet. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Drawing objection. 

3. The drawings (1-9) are objected to because they are informal ; also (FIG. 4-6) 
are not of sufficient quality . Accordingly replacement drawing sheets in 
compliance with 37 CFR 1.21 (d) are required in reply to this office action. 



Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 101 

4. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition 
of matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefore, subject to 
the conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claim 12 is non statutory.The claimed system is constructed of software 
program instructions. Thus, the claimed system comprising of a user interface 
and a message component are considered as software program containing 

* 

machine-executable instructions, per se (and not associated with any physical 
structure). See MPEP 2106.01 - 1: "...computer programs claimed as computer 
listings per se, i.e., the descriptions or expressions of the programs, are not 
physical "things." They are neither computer components nor statutory 
processes, as they are not "acts" being performed. Such claimed computer 
programs do not define any structural and functional interrelationships between 
the computer program and other claimed elements of a computer which permit 
the computer program's functionality to be realized... ". 

Dependent Claims 13-14 and 16-22 are also rejected for failing to remedy the 
deficiencies of the above rejected non statutory claim 12. 



Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim 23 is not limited to statutory embodiments. The medium is not 
limited to physical articles or objects embodiments, instead being defined as 
including non physical embodiments (e.g., data signals embodied in a carrier 
wave; see specification, page 8, lines 12-17). The non physical embodiments 
are a form of energy. Energy does not fall into a statutory category of invention 
and therefore the claim is not statutory. 

i 

Appropriate change is required. 

Claim 24 is non statutory.The claimed system is software program 
instructions. Thus, the claimed system comprising of means for enabling the 
user to indicate a first value; means for concurrently displaying values of network 
objects; means for receiving one or more user inputs; means for receiving a 
value from the user and a message component are considered as software 
program containing machine-executable instructions, per se (and not associated 
with any physical structure). See MPEP 2106.01 - 1: "...computer programs 
claimed as computer listings per se, i.e., the descriptions or expressions of the 
programs, are not physical "things." They are neither computer components nor 
statutory processes, as they are not "acts" being performed. Such claimed 
computer programs do not define any structural and functional interrelationships 
between the computer program and other claimed elements of a computer which 
permit the computer program's functionality to be realized... ". 



/ 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter 
sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would 
have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner 
in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-3,12-14, 23-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being 
unpatentable over Miyake et al. (US 6732170) in view of Raymond et al (US 
20020161876). 

As to claims 1, 12, 23 and 24, Miyake teaches, a method, system and product of 
enabling a user to set a value for a plurality of network objects representing one 
or more portions of a plurality of different network device types on a 
communications network, the method comprising acts of: 

(A) providing a user interface that enables the user to indicate a first value 
for which to set the plurality of network objects representing the one or more 
portions of the plurality of different network device types by specifying the first 
value only once, wherein the act of providing a user interface comprises the acts 
of (FIG. 1; FIG. 3; col. 8, lines 1-64): 

(2) receiving one or more user inputs, the one or more user inputs specifying the 
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plurality of network obiects representing the one or more portions of the plurality 
of different network device types (col. 8, line 12-20; col. 10, line 40-44; FIG. 10- 
14, vol. 11, lines 50-58; FIG. 77); and 

(3) receiving a value from the user for the plurality of network objects 
representing the one or more portions of the plurality of different network device 
types( col. 10, line 40-44); and 

(B) in response to receiving an instruction from the user, initiating setting a 
value of each of the plurality of network objects representing the one or more 

* 

portions of the plurality of different network device types equal to the first value 
(col. 10, line 44-65). 

However, Mivake does not explicitly teach (1) concurrently displaying 
values of network objects on a display, including values of the plurality of network 
objects representing the one or more portions of the plurality of different network 
device types, to the user; 

Whereas, in the same field of endeavor, Raymond discloses a 
management information system and method within a network computing 
environment capable of grouping the management information of entities 
(values and attributes) into columns that are displayed concurrently (FIG. 8; col. 
paragraph 67;100; 145). 

It would be obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Mivake 's invention with Raymond 's invention to 
provide a network administrator with a flexible and extensible in-depth views of a 
computer environment by concurrently displaying values of network objects on a 
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display, including values of the plurality of network objects representing the one 
or more portions of the plurality of different network device types. One would 
have been motivated combine these two reference as to provide a network 
administrator with any desired visibility into the outsourced computing 
environment. Therefore to facilitate efficient management of the network 
environment ( Raymond 's ; paragraph 61). 

As to claim 2, Mivake teaches, wherein a first network object of the 
plurality of network objects representing the one or more portions of the plurality 
of different network device types resides on a first network device and a second 
network object of the plurality of network objects representing the one or more 
portions of the plurality of different network device types resides on a second 
network device (FIG. 10-14; col. 11, lines 53-58; col. 15, lines 7-20), 

As to claim 3, Mivake teaches, wherein the user interface includes a graphical 
user interface (FIG. 11/1104). 

As to claims 13-14 and 25-26, they are rejected for the same reasons as the 
claims above. 

7. Claims 5-1 1 and 16-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being 
unpatentable over Miyake et al. (US 6732170) in view of Raymond et al (US 
20020161876) and in further view of Schirmer et al (6829615). 
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Taking claim 5, in view of Mivake , as applied to claims 1,12, 23 and 24 above, 
teaches all the limitations except that, (1) concurrently displaying values of 
network objects on a display, including values of the plurality of network objects 
representing the one or more portions of the plurality of different network device 
types, to the user. 

Whereas, in the same field of endeavor Raymond discloses a management 
information system and method within a network computing environment capable 
of grouping the management information (values and attributes) into columns 
that are displayed concurrently (FIG. 8; col. paragraph 67; 100; 145). 

It would be obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Mivake 's invention with Raymond 's invention to 
provide a network administrator with a flexible and extensible in-depth views of a 
computer environment by concurrently displaying values of network objects on a 
display, including values of the plurality of network objects representing the one 
or more portions of the plurality of different network device types. One would 
have been motivated combine these two reference as to provide a network 
administrator with any desired visibility into the outsourced computing 
environment. Therefore to facilitate efficient management of the network 
environment ( Raymond 's ; paragraph 61). 

The combination of Mivake and Raymond as discussed above shows the 
limitations claimed, except they do not specifically discloses, wherein: act (A)(1) 
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includes displaying a first table to a user on the display, the first table including a 
plurality of rows and at least a first column representing a first object type of the 
plurality of network objects representing the one or more portions of the plurality 
of different network device types, each of plurality of the rows including a cell for 
the first column that stores a value for one of the plurality of network objects 
representing the one or more portions of the plurality of different network device 
types; act (A) further comprises an act of: (4) displaying a second table to the 
user on the display concurrently to displaying the first table, the second table 
including one or more columns, each column of the second table corresponding 
to a respective one of the columns of the first table; and act (A)(3) includes 
receiving the value from the user for a column of the second table that 
corresponds to the first column of the first table. 

In the same field of endeavor, Schirmer et al. clearly disclose a graphical 
user interface which comprises a series of tables that provides for display of a 
primary object set; a plurality of a secondary set of objects and concurrently 
displaying the primary object set and the secondary object set (abstract; col. 18, 
lines 9-42). 

It would obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to not only concurrently displaying values of network objects 
on a display, but also include a display of values of network object on a first and 
second table as taught by Schirmer et al . in the system of Miyake modified by 
Raymond , in order to provide an efficient system for managing and presenting 
information as a domain of data objects which can be grouped according to their 
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object type. One would have been motivated to do so with filtering means in 
order to reduce the number of visible items in a set ( Schirmer : col. 8, lines 10- 
15). 



As to claim 6, Schirmer teaches , wherein: act (A)(2) includes receiving the one 
or more user inputs that specify the plurality of rows of the first table; and act (A) 
further comprises an act of: (5) in response to receiving the value from the user, 
for each of the plurality of rows, setting the cell for the first column equal to the 
received value (col. 8, lines 10-30; FIG. 1-7). 



As to claim 7-1 1 and 16-22, they are rejected for the same reasons as the claims 
above. 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered 
pertinent to the applicant's disclosure. 

Tonelli et al. (5821937) discloses a computer method for updating network 
design. 

Chin et al. (6456306) discloses a method and apparatus for displayin health 
status of network devices. 

Sugauchi et al. (6041349 discloses a system management/network 
correspondence display method and system therefor. 
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9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to Exr. Abdou Seye whose telephone 
number is (571) 270-1062. The examiner can normally be reached Monday 
through Friday from 7:30 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, contact 
the examiner's supervisor, William Thomson at (571) 272-3718. The fax 
phone number for formal or official faxes to Technology Center 3600 is 
(571) 273-8300. Draft or informal faxes, which will not be entered in the 
application, may be submitted directly to the examiner at (571) 273-6722. 
Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the Group Receptionist whose telephone 
number is (571)272-3600. 

AKS 

November 14, 2007 




